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BEFORE THE
 
BOARD OF REGISTERED NURSING
 

DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
 

Case No. 2012-378
 In the Matter of the Accusation Against: 

DEFAULT DECISION AND ORDER
 
450 Entrada Drive, Apt. 21
 
Novato, CA 94949
 

[Gov. Code, §'11520]
 
Registered Nurse License No. 720612
 

STEPHEN THOMAS-KENT CHICK 

Respondent. 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. On or about December 20, 2011, Complainant Louise R. Bailey, M.Ed., RN, in her 

official capacity as the Executive Officer of the Board of Registered Nursing, Department of 

Consumer Affairs, filed Accusation No. 2012-378 against Stephen Thomas-Kent Chick 

(Respondent) before the Board of Registered Nursing. (Accusation attached as EXhibit A.) 

2. On or about February 19,2008, the Board of Registered Nursing (Board) issued 

Registered Nurse License No. 720612 to Respondent. The Registered Nurse License expired on 

November 30, 2011, and has not been renewed. 

3. On or about December 20,2011, Respondent was served by Certified and First Class 

Mail copies of the Accusation No. 2012-378, Statement to Respondent, Notice of Defense, 

Request for Discovery, and Discovery Statutes (Government Code sections 11507.5, 11507.6, 

and 11507.7) at Respondent's address of record which, pursuant to California Code of 

1
 

DEFAULT DECISION AND ORDER Case No. 2012-378
 



5

10

15

20

25

1 

2
 

3
 

4
 

6
 

7
 

8
 

9
 

11
 

12
 

13
 

14
 

16
 

17
 

18
 

19
 

21
 

22
 

23
 

24
 

26
 

27
 

28
 

Regulations, title 16, section 1409.1, is required to be reported and maintained with the Board. 

Respondent's address of record was and is: 

450 Entrada Drive, Apt. 21
 
Novato, CA 94949. 

4. Service of the Accusation was effective as a matter of law under the provisions of 

Government Code section 11505, subdivision (c) and/or Business & Professions Code section 

124. 

5. On or about January 25,2012, the aforementioned certified mail documents were 

returned by the U.S. Postal Service marked "Unclaimed." The First Class mail documents were 

not returned. 

6. Business and Professions Code section 2764 states:
 
The lapsing or suspension of a license by a licentiate shall not deprive the board or a court
 
of law, or the voluntary surrender of a license by a licentiate shall not deprive the board of
 
jurisdiction to proceed with an investigation of or action or disciplinary proceeding against
 
such license, or to render a decision suspending or revoking such a license.
 

7. Government Code section 11506 states, in pertinent part:
 

(c) The respondent shall be entitled to a hearing on the merits' if the respondent 
files a notice of defense, and the notice shall be deemed a specific denial of all parts 
of the accusation not expressly admitted. Failure to file a notice of defense shall 
constitute a waiver of respondent's right to a hearing, but the agency in its discretion 
may nevertheless grant a hearing. 

8. Respondent failed to file a Notice of Defense within 15 days after service upon him 

ofthe Accusation, and therefore waived his right to a hearing on the merits ofAccusation No. 

2012-378. 

9. California Government Code section 11520 states, in pertinent part: 

(a) If the respondent either fails to file a notice of defense or to appear at the 
hearing, the agency may take action based upon the respondent's express admissions 
or upon other evidence and affidavits may be used as evidence without any notice to 
respondent. 

10. Pursuant to its authority under Government Code section 11520, the Board finds 

Respondent is in default. The Board will take action without further hearing and, based on the 
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1 relevant evidence contained in the Default Decision EvidencePacket in this matter, as well as 

2 taking official notice of all the investigatory reports, exhibits and statements contained therein on 

3 file at the Board's offices regarding the allegations contained in Accusation No. 2012-378, finds 

4 that the charges and allegations in Accusation No. 2012-378, are separately and severally, found 

to be true and correct by clear and convincing evidence. 

6 11. Taking official notice of its own internal records, pursuant to Business and 

7 Professions Code section 125.3, it is hereby determined that the reasonable costs for Investigation 

8 and Enforcement is $6,887.00 as of April 3, 2012. 

9 DETERMINATION OF ISSUES 

1. Based on the foregoing findings of fact, Respondent Stephen Thomas-Kent Chick has 

11 subjected his Registered Nurse License No. 720612 to discipline. 

12 2. The agency has jurisdiction to adjudicate this case by default. 

13 3. The Board of Registered Nursing is authorized to revoke Respondent's Registered 

14 Nurse License based upon the following violations alleged in Accusation Case No. 2012-378 

which are supported by the evidence contained in the Default Decision Evidence Packet in this 

16 case.: 

17 a. Respondent is subject to disciplinary action pursuant to Code section 2761, 

18 subdivision (a), on the grounds ofunprofessional conduct, as defined by Code section 2762, in 

19 that while on duty as a registered nurse on the Neuroscience Floor (9 West) at CommUnity' 

Regional Medical Center, Fresno, California, Respondent obtained the controlled substances 

21 Dilaudid and lorazepam by fraud, deceit, misrepresentation, or subterfuge, in violation of Health 

22 and Safety Code section 11173, subdivision (a), as follows: In or about February 2009, 

23 Respondent removed various doses of Dilaudid and lorazepam from the medical center's PYXIS 

24 system (a computerized medication dispensing system; hereinafter "PYXIS") for patients A 

through F, and H through Qwhen, in fact, there were no physicians' orders authorizing the 

26 meqications for the patients. Further, Respondent failed to chart the administration of the 

27 controlled substances on the patients' Medication Administration Records ("MAR") and 24-Hour 

28 Patient Care Record ("care record") or document the wastage ofthe controlled substances in the 
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1 PYXIS. In addition, Respondent removed Dilaudid from the PYXIS for patients B, I, and L after 

2 the patients had been discharged from the medical center. 

3 b. Respondent is subject to disciplinary action pursuant to Code section 2761, 

4 subdivision (a), on the grounds ofunprofessiona1 conduct, as defined by Code section 2762, 

subdivision (e), in that in or about February 2009, while on duty as a registered nurse on the 

6 Neuroscience Floor (9 West) at Community Regional Medical Center, Fresno, California, 

7 Respondent falsified, or made grossly incorrect, grossly inconsistent, or unintelligible entries in 

8 hospital, patient, or other records pertaining to the controlled substances Di1audid, 10razepam, 

9 morphine, and Percocet, as set forth in Accusation Case No. 2012-378. 
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1 

2 ORDER
 

3 IT IS SO ORDERED that Registered NUrse License No.720612;heretofQreissued to
 

4 Respondent Stephen Thomas-Kent Chick, is' revoked.
 
, 

Pursuant to Government Code section 11520, subdivision (c); Respondent may serye a 

written hJ.otion·requesting that the Decision beyacated.and statmg ~hegrounds relied on within6 

seven (7) days after serviceoftlie Decision on Respondent. The agency in its discretion may7 

vacate the Decision andgrantahear:mg Qna showing ofgood cause, as defined i~the statute.8 
i 

9 This Decision shall become effective on ~ u 1'1 'd-7. t ;latd­

o It is so ORDERED ~\) we- ol'8, AO\7­

11 

12 
FORTHE BOARD OF REGISTERED NURSING 

13 DEPARTMENT OF CONsllME:R. AFFAIRS 

14 
~ 

defauli decisiOICLIC.rtf
 
Dor MatterIJ):S,A20111P2077
 

16 
Attachment: 

17 ExhibIt A: Accusation Case no. 2()12-378 

18 
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i
1
 KAMALA)). HARRIS 
!Attorney General of Califomia
 

2
 JANICEK. LACHMAN 
. I
Supervising Deputy AttomeyGeneral -·--------·--r -K:ENfD-:-HARRIS-- ~-----------'--_._-.-~-_..__.. _._--! 

Deputy Attorney General
 
4
 State Bar No, 144804
 

1300 I Street, Suite 125
 I· 
5
 P.O. Box 944255
 

!
;
iSacramento, CA 94244-2550
 

6
 Telephone: (916) 324-7859
 
Facsimile: (9]6) 327-8643
 

7 ' 0':Attorn~sfor C:0mplainant 

8
 BEFORETIIE
 
BOARD OF REGISTERED NURSING
 

9
 DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER :AFFAIRS
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
 

10
 

11
 In the Matter ofthe Accusation Against: ~ase~o. 

12
 STEPHEN THOMAS-KENT ClliCK
 
450 Entrada Drive, Apt. .21
 

13
 NQyato, CA 94949 .
 Ace USA T'I 0 N 
Registered Nurse License No. 720612' 

14
 
Respolldent·


15
 

.16
 Complainant alleges: 

17
 PARTIES 

. 18
 1. Louise R.Bailey, M.Ed., RN ("Complainant") brings this Accusation solely' in her 

. 19
 official capacity as the Executive Officer ofthe Boara ofRegistered Nursing ("Board ll
), 

20
 Department of Consumer Affairs. 

21
 2. On or about Febmary 19, 2008, tl:).e Board iss\.led Registered Nurse L~cerise Number
 

22
 7?96l2 (Illicensell
) to Stephen Thomas-Kent Chick e~Respondentll)~ Respondent's license was 

23
 placed on inactive status. Respondent's )icense expired all November 30,2011, and has not been 

24
 renewed. 

25
 STATUTORY PROVISIONS 
. . 

26
 3, BLlsiness and Professions Code (IICade ll
) section 2750 provides, in pertinent part, that 

27
 the Board may disctplil1e any licensee, including a licensee holding a temporary or B.? inactive 

28
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1 license, for any reason provided in Article 3'(corpmencing with section 2750) ofthe Nursing. I' 
2 Practice Act. 

.-- - - -_.---3-'-11--:--~4..-Code7section.2.7.M_p!0y.ides,ilLp.eltinent.pa:ct,,that.the..e.xp.ir.ati.on..o.f.aJi.c_~;Q.S~.-Slmll nQi.. 1 

4 deprive the Board of jurisdiction to proceed with a disciplinary proceeding against t1Ie licensee ~r I 
! 

to render a decision imposing di'scipline on the license. Under Code section 2811, subdivision I 
6 (b), the Board may renew an expired [icel1s~ at EUlY time Within eight years after the expiration. . I 

7 5. Code section 2761 states, in pertinent paIt: 

8 The board may take disciplinary action against a certified or licen~ed 
ll.'L1!Se or deny all applica~ioll for a celtificate or'1icellse for any of the following: 

9 
(a) Unprofessional conduct, .. 

11 6. Code section 2762 states, in pertinent part: 

12 In addition to other acts constituting unprofessional conduct within the 
meaning ofthis chapter [the Nursing PracticeAct], it is unprofessional conduct for a 

13 'person licensed under this chapter to do ~y oftIle following: 

14 . (a) Obtain or possess in violation oflaw, orpresc~ibe, or except as 
directe.d by. a licensed physician .and s:urgeqn, dentis~, or podiatrist aciJll.inister to 
himself or herself, or furnish or administer to another, any controlled substance as 
defined.in Division 10 (commencing wit11.Section 11000) of the Healtb and Safety 

16 Code or any dangerous dl't+g 01' dangerous device as defined in Section ~022. 

17 

18 . (e) Falsify, or make grossly incorrect, grossly inconsistent, or' 
unintelligible entries in any hospital·, patient, or other l"ecol'd pertainhlg to the 

19 substances descdbed in subdivision (a) of this section, 

7. H~a1th and ~afety Code' section 11173, subdivision (a), states, in pertinent part, that 

"[n]o person shall obtain or attempt to obtain controlled substances, or procure or'attempt to21 

'procme tlle a~ministration ~f 01' prescription for controlled substances, (1) by fraud, deceit, 
. , 

22 

misrepresentation, or subterfuge, . ,1123 

COST RECOVERY 24 
j 

8. Code sectio11125.3 provides, in pertinent part, that the Board may request the 

26 administrative law judgeto direct a liceiItiate found to have committed a violation or violatiqns.of 

. 27 the licensing act to pay a sum 110t to exceed the reasonable costs of the investigation and 

28 enforcement ~fthe case. 
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CONT~OLLEDSUBSTANCES 

'2 9. "Dilaudid" , a brand ofhydromorphone, is .a Schedule II controlled substance as 

- - -'-'-.'--'r -design:ated-by-I1ea:1t1rand-Safety'eode'section-l-l:05'5;--subdivision'('b)(-1..)(-]);-·-----·-:--:-.-------­
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1O. "Lor.az~pam" is a Schedule IV controlled substance as designatep by Health and
 

Safety Code section 11'057, subdivision (d)(16)..
 

11. IIMor1?hine/Morphine Sulfate II is a Schedule IT controlled substance as designated by 

Health and Safety Code section 11055, subdivision (b)(l)(L). 

12, "Percocet", a brand of oxycodone, is a Schedu1lHI controlled substance as designated 

,b~ Health and Safety C.o~e section 11055, subdivision (?)(I)(M). 

FIRST CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE 

(Diverston of Controlled Substances) 

'B. Respondent is subject to ;disciplinary action pursuant to Code secuoll·2?61, 

subdivision (a), on' the grounds of·unprofessiollal.conduct, as defined by Code section 2762, in 

that while on duty as a registered nurse on the Neuroscience Floor (9 West) at Community 

Region8.J. Medic~l Cel1t~r, Fresno, California, ReSpondent obtained the controlied substances 

Dilaudid and Lorazepam by fra~d, deceit, misrepresentation, or subterfuge, in violation ofHealth 

and Safety Code section 11173, subdivision (a), as follows: In or about February 2009, 

Respondent removed various doses of Dilaudid and Lorazepam from the medical ?enter's PYXIS 

system '(a computefi~ed medicatibn dispensing system; hereinafter "PYXIS") for patients,!,­

tilrough F, and H through Q,when;in fact, there were no physicians' orders authorizing the 

lUedicatio~ls for th~ patients. Further, Respondent failed to chart the administration of the 

controlled substances on the patients' Medication 1\dministration Records (I1MAR") and 24-Hour 

Patient Care Record (lI~are l'ecord ll
) or dOCllinent the wastage of the conti-olied s1.1bstapces in the 

PYXIS; In addition, Respolldent remoyed Dilaudid from the PYXIS for patients B, I, and L after 
. . 

the patients had been discharged :fi:om the medical center., 

III 

III 

III 
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SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE 

(False Entries in Hospital/Patient Records) 

. .'" .. .. - . .. 
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subdivision (a), on the grOt1nds of unprofessional conduct, as defined by Code section 2762, 

subdivision (e), in that in or about Febnlary 2009, while on duty as a registered nurse on the 

Neuroscience Floor (9 West) at Couuriunity Regional Medical Center, Fresno, California, . 

Respondent falsified, or made grossly incorrect, grossly hlconsistent, or U1~intelligib1e entries in 

hospital, .patient, or other records pertaining to the c~ntrol1ed substances Dilaud~d, Lorazepam, 

Morphin~, fUld Percocet, as' follows: 

Patient A 

a.. O~ Febru8.ry 7,2009, at 0856 h~urs, Respondentremovbd Dil?,tudid 6 mg fr0m the 

pYXIS for the patient when, .in fact, there was no physician's order authorizing the medication for 

the-patient. Ftuiher, Respondent failed to cllaIt the.administration of the Dilaudid on the patient's 
. . 

. MAR'and care record, document the was~age of the Dilaudid in the PYXIS, and otherwise 

account for the disposition of the Dilaudid 6 mg. 

'b; On February 7,2009, at 1'531 ~ottrs, Respond.ent removed Lorazep~ 2 mg from the 

PYXIS f9r the patient when, in fact, there was no physician's erder authorizing the medication for 
. ' . 

the patient. Further, Respondent failed to chalt the administration of:the Lorazepam on the. 

patient's MAR and care ;record, docmnent the wastage of the Lorazepam ill the PYXIS, and 

otherwise' account for th~ disposition ofthe Lorazepan12mg. 

Patient B 

c. . On Febnmry 7, 2009, at 0732 hours, Respondent removed Dilaudid'4 mg ~ro.m the 

PYXIS for the p.atient when, in fact, there was no physician's order authorizing the.medication for. 

the patient. Ftui:her, Respondent failed to chart the administration of the Dilaudid on the patient's 

MAR and care record, doCtlment the wastage of the Dilaudid in the PYXIS, and otherwise 

acco~nt for. the disposition of the 1?ilaudid-4 mg. In additiol1, the patient's 'phys'ician wrote EIll 

order at 0715 hours dischargulg the patient from the medical center. 

III 
;' 
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Patient'C 

I 
, 

d. On Febru~r:y 7, 2009, at 1301 hours, Respondent removed Dilaudid 4 mg from the·.­2' 
,- - _OO_--·-·-r -PYXlSi'or"tlre-pati·ent"wh:en;-in-fact,·t1Iere·was-no-physIciall.ls-order·at1:1:horizlng-the"l'l1edieation-for·_._--: 

I 

• '. 

4· the patient.· Furth~r, Respondent failed to chart the administration of the Dilaudid on the patient's 

5 MAR and care record, document the wastage ofthe Dilaudid in the PYXIS, and otherwise 

6 account for the disposition of the Dilaudid 4 mg. 

e. 011 February 7, 2009, at 1727 hours, Respondent removed Dilaudid 4mg fTom the7 

8 PYXIS for the patient when, in fact, there was no physician's order authorizing the medication for 

9 the patient. Further, Respondent failed to chart the administration of the Dilaudid on the patient's 

10 MAR and care record, document the wastage of the Dilaudid in the PYXIS, and otherwise . . 

11 account for the disposition of the Dilaudid 4 mg. 

,12 . f.' 'On Febru'ary' 8, 2009; at 0720 hours, Respondent removed Dilaudid 4 mg from the 

13 PYXIS for t~e patient when, ·in fact,·there was no physician's order authorizing the medication fo~ 
. . 

~4 the patient. Further, Respondent failed to chart the administratioll of the Dilaudid on the patient's 

15 MAR and care record, document the wastage of the Dilaudid in the PYXIS, and ptherwise 

16 account for the disposition of the Dilaudid 4 mg. 

'17 g.' On February 8,2009, at 1140 h01:crs, Respondent removed Dilaudid 6 mg from the 

18 PYXIS for the patient when, in fact, there was no physician's oroer authorizing the medication .for 

19' the patient. Further, Respondent failed to chart the administration of the Dilaudid on the patieilt's 

20' MAR and care record, document the wastage of the Dilaudid in the PYXIS, and otherwise 

21 . account for the disposition of the Dilaudld 6 mg. 

22 h. On Feb:('uary 8, 2009~ at 1646 hours, Respol1dent removed Dilaudid 6 mg from .the 

23 'PYXIS for the patient when, in'fact; there was 110 physiciall'S order authorizing the, medication for 

24 the'patient, Ftuther~ Respondent failed to chart t1le administration of the Dila1.1did on the patiellt's 

25 MAR alla care record, document the ~astage of the Pila:udid in the PYXIS, and otherwise. 

,26 account for the disposition of the Dilaudid6 mg, 

27 III 

. 28 III
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PatientD 

i. On Febmary 8, 2009, at 0856 ho1.u·s, Respondent.rempved Dilaudid 4 mg :fl:om the 

-.--.--- ..··1 

I-..-·..··f 

·1i 

. .: 

~-.-._.- ---;-3- -P~*IS-f0r-the-p8;Hel'lt-whe!'l.,-iE.faGt,theFe-was-x:J.Gl-l"h:y.~iG-im-l2.s'G];d~r:.authGr-i,zhag-the..m'edicatiQn_for. ---~I 
4 

. 5 

. 6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13· 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

2~ 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

the patient. Further, Respondentfailed to chart the administration oftlle Dilaudid ~n the patient's 

MAR and care record, .document the wastage o~the Dilaudid in the PYXIS, and otherwise 

aCC01.U1t for the disposition of the Dilaudid 4 mg. 

. j. On February 8, 2009, at 1810 hours; Respondent removed Dilaudid 4 mg from :the 
. . . 

.'PYXlS for the patient when, in fact, there was no physician's order authorizing the medication for 

the patient. Further, Respondent failed to chart the administration ohhe Dilaudid on the patient's 

MAR and care record, document the wastage of the Dilaudid in the PYXIS, and othe:r;wise 

account for the disp?sition ofthe Dilaudid 4 mg. 

PatientE 

.k. On February 11,2009., .at.0734.hours, Respondent removed Dila,udid 4 mg from the 

PYXlS for the patient'When, in fact, there was no physician's order authorizing t~e medication for 

the patient. FI.'Lrther, Respondent failed to chart the administration of the Dila~did on ~he patient's 

MAR and care record, 'docurrie~t the wastage of the Dilaudid ill the PYXIS, and otherwise .. ' 

aqcount for the disposition ofthe Dilaudid 4 mg.
 

PatiimtF
 

1. On February 11,.2099, at 0818 hours, Respondent removed Dilaudid 4 mg from the. 

PYXIS. for the patient when, in fact, there was no physician's order authorizing the. medication for 

th~ patient. Further, Respondent failed to chart the adJ;l.nnistration of the Dilaudid on th.e patient's 

MAR and care record, document the wastage of the Dilaudid it), the PYXIS, and otherwise ,. 
account for the dispos#ioll of the Di1aud~d 4mg, 

PatientH 

ro, On Febru$.ry 3', 2009, at 1652 l~ours, Respondent removed Dila1.1did 4 mg from the 

PYXlS for the patient when, in fact, there was no physicial1's ol'der authorizing the medication for. 

the patieJ;lt. Further; Respondent failed to. chart the administratio~ of the Dilaudid on the patient~s .' 

'//1 

.6 
Accusation 
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I 

MAR and care record, document the wastage ofthe Dilaudid in the PYXIS, and' otherwise I 
account for the disposition of the Dilaudid 4 mg.2 I 

-:-- ­..- - ----~-3-"· -.---n:--0n-Pebruary-3~009~at-·l·8·5:3-hours;-R:espondent·removed-])i1aUdid-4~m-g-frClrn-~le--. _., 

. . 4 P'i'XIS foj· the patient when, in fact, there was no physician's order authorizing the medication ·for. ! 

5 . the·patient. Further, Respondent failed to chart the administration of the Dilaudid ?n the patient's 

6 MAR and care record, document t]J.e wastage of the Dilaudid in the PYXIS, and otherwise 

'7 account for the disposition of the Dilaudid 4 mg. 

'8 Patient! 

9 0; On Febru~ry 3, 2009, at 1246 hours, Respondent removed Dilaudid 4 mg from the 

10 PYXIS for the patient when, in fact, there was no physician's order authorizing the medication for 

11 the patient. Further, Respondent failed to chart the administration of the Dilaudid on the patient's 

12 MAR. and care record, document the wastage of the Dilaudi~ in the PYXIS, and o~herwise 

'13 aocount f01' the disposition oftheDilaudid 4 mg. In addition,' the patient's physician wrote an 

14 o:rdef on February 3; 2009; at 1100 hours discharging the patient from the medical center, 

15 Pa,tient J . 

16 p. On February 3, 2009, at 0843 bours, Responde~t removed Dilaudid 4 mg from the 

17 PYXIS for the patient when, in fact, there was no p4ysiciap.'s order authorizing the medicatio~ for 

18 the patient. FUJ1:ller; Respondent failed to chart the administration of the' Dilaudid on the patient's 

19 MAR and care record, document the wastage of the Dilaudid in the·PYXIS,.al1d otherwise 

20 account for the disposition oftll,e Dilaudid 4 mg. 
. . 

21 q. On February 3, 2009, at 0800 hours, Respondent charted on the patient's. care record. 

22 that he administered Morphine t9 the patient, but. failed to document the administration of the 

23 Morphine on the patient's MAR and/or otherwise account for the disposition of the Morphine, 

24 Patient K 

25 T, On February 3,2009, at 0729 h9ms, Responde11t removed Dilau.did 4 111g from the 

26 PYXIS for the patient when, in fact, t11ere was no physician's order authorizing the medication for 

27· the patient. Further, Respondent failed to chart the administration of the Dilaudid on the patient's 

28 /// 
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28 

MAR and care record, document the wastage of the Dilaudid iIi the PYXIS, and otherwise 

aCc01.Ult for the' disposition of the Dilaudid 4 mg. 

-----------1------· 
s. 011 February 4,2009, at 9739 hours, Re~pondel~t removed Dilaudid 4mg from the
 

PYXIS for the patient when, in fact, there was no physician's order authorizing the medication for.
 
. . '. . . ~ 

./ , 

the patient. Further, Respondent, failed to chtYrt the administration of the Dilaudid on the patiellt's 
. . 

MAR and care record, document the wastage of the Dilaudid in the PYXIS, and otherwise
 

account for the disposition of the Dilaudid 4, mg.
 

t. On February 3, 2009, the patiep.t's physician issued an order for Morphine Sulfate 

. 4'mg to be given to the patient intravenously every 3 hours as needed for severe pain, On 

February 4, 2009, registered nurse L.K. charted 011 the patient's MAR that she administered 

Morphine Sulfate 4!Il;g to the patient at 070P h01.1rs. At 0800 hours, Respondent charted on tlie 

patient's care record that he administered Morphme to the patient '1>e1' MD order", when, in fact" 

'th~ next sc~eduled' dose 'OfM~rph~ne was riot to be giv~Ii to th~ patie~t ~ti11;~O' ho~;r~. F~er, 
Respondent inconsistently documented oli the patient's MAR that he administered the Morphine 

to the patient at 1230 hours, and failed to indicate the dosage given to the pat!ent. 

u. On February 4,.2009, Respondent charted on, the patient's care record that he 

administered Percocet to the patient at 0800 hours w:hen, ill fact, there was no physician's order 

e,uthorizir~g the medication for the patient. Furthflr, Respondent failed to chart the administratiol1 

of the Percocet on the patient's MAR. 

v. 'On February'4, 2009, at 1260 h'ours, RespOlld~nt documented on the patient's care 

record tl1at he spoke with C. C. regarding Challg1ng the patient's medication order from Morphine 

to Dilaudid per the patient's request, and tha.t the request was denied. At 1838 hours, Respondent 

removed Dilaudid 4.ll1g from the PYXIS for the patient when, h~ fact, there 'was no physician's 

ord~r authorizing the medicati011 for the patient. Further, Respondent failed to chart the 

administration of the Dilaudid 011 the patient's MAR al1d care record, document the wastage of 

the Dilaudid in the PYXlS, and .otherwise account for the disposition of the Dilaudid 4 mg. In 

III 
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addition, the patientis physician wrote an order at 1720 hOllIS discharging the patient from the 

2 medical center. 

. '-----'---3- --Pati:entM 

4 w, On February 11, 2009, at 10S8,hours, Respondent removed Dilat~did '4 mg from the 

5 PYXIS' for the patient when, in fact, there was no pliysician's order authorizing the medication for 

6 the patiemt. Further, Respondent failed to chart the administration of the Dpaudid on the patient's 

7 MAR and care record, document the wastage of the Dilaudid in the PYXIS, and otherwise 

8' accOlU1t for the disposition ofthe Dilaudid 4 mg. Further, Respondent documented on the 

9 patient's care record at, 0800 alld 1000 hours that the patien,t was receiving Morphine via a peA 

10 (patient controlled allalges~a) pump.
 

'11
 x. On Febnlary 11, 2009, at 1257 hours, Respondent:removed Dilaudid 4 mg from the 

12 PYXI~ for the patient when, in fact, there was no physician's order authorizing the medication for 

13 the patient. Further, Respondent failed,to char:t'the, administratioI:! of the Dilaudid on the patient's 

MAR and care record, dooument the wastage of the Dilaudid in the PYXIS, and otherwi&e 

15 

14' 

account for the disposition of the Dilaudid 4 mg.
 

16
 y. On February 11, i009, at 1621 hours, Respondent r~movedDilaudid 4'mg from the 

17 PYXIS fOT t!:te patient wJ:1.e~, in fact, there was no physician's order authorlzing the medication for 

the patient. Further, Respondent failed to chart,theadministration of the Dilauclid on the patient's 

19 

'18 

N1A.R and' care record, document the wastage of the Dilaudid in'the PYXIS, and otherwise 

20 'accoU11t for the disposition ofthe Dilaudid 4 mg.
 

21
 z. 011 February 11,2009, at 1829 hours, Respondent removed Dilaudid 4 mg from the 

22 PYXIS for the prq,tient when, in fact, there was no phy~icial1' s order authorizing the medication for 

23 the patient. Further, Respondent failed to chmt the administration of the Dilaudi,d on the patient's 

24 MAR and care record, document thewastage ofthe Dilaudid in the PYXIS, and otherwise 

25 account for t):1e disposition of-the Dilaudid 4 mg.
 

26
 aa. On February 12,2009, at 1159 hams, Resp011dent removed Dilaudid 4mg from the 
, , 

PYXlS for the patient when, in fact, there was no physician's order au~horizing the medication for', 

28 

27 

the patient. Further, Respondent failed to chart the administration of the Dilaudid on the patientis 
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l\1AR and care record, document the wastage ofthe Dilaudid in the PYXIS, and oth.erwise . 

account for the disposition.ofthe Dilaudid 4 mg. 

-- - -----r' ---bb;·-en~F·ebl'Uary-l'2,2;009,at-l-40·8-h:ours,R:espondent-reIDoved-BHa:1;\did-4-rJ.'Ig-fl'c:Jm-the- . 
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19 
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'.	 21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

'28 

. PYXIS'for the patient when, in fact, there was no physician's order authorizing the medication for 

the patient.· Further! Respondent failed to chart the administration oft~e Dilaudid on tile patient's 

MAR and care record, document the wastage ofth,e Dila1.!did ill the PYXIS, and otherwise 

acco~U1t fOJ the disposition o.fthe Dilaudid 4 mg. 

ce. On February 12, 2009, at 1452 hours, Respond~nt removed Di1~udid 4 mg from the 

PYXIS for the pati~nt when, in fact, there was 110 physician ',s order authorizing the medication for 

the patient. Further, Resp~ndent failed to chart the administration of the Dilaudid on the patient's 

MAR and care record, document the wastage of the Dilaudid in the PYXIS, and otherwise 

acco~U1t for the disposition of the pilaudid 4 mg. 

PatientN .. , .'. 

dd. On February 12,2009, at 0732'hours, Respondent removed Dilaudid 4 mg from the 

PY~S for the patient when, in fact, there was ~o physici~n"s order authorizing the medication for' 

the patient. Further, Respondent failed to chart the administration of the Dilaudid on the patient's 

MAR and care record, document the wastage of the Dilaudid in the PYXIS, and otherwise 

. account for the disposition of the Dilaudid 4 mg.
.' 

Patient 0 

.ee. 011 FeblUary 13,2009, at 0737 hours, Respondent removed Dilaudid 4 mg from the 

PYXlS for the patient when, in fa?t, there was 110 physician's order authorizing the medication for 

the patient. FU1·ther, Respondent failed to chart the administration of the Dilaudid 011 the patient's 

MAR and care record, document'the wastage of the Dilaudid in the PYXIS, and otherwise 

account for the disposition of the Dilaudid 4 mg. 

ff. On.Febnlary 13,. 2009, at 0~36 hours, Respondent removed Dil~udid 4'mg from the 

, PYXIS for the.patient when, in fact, there was no physiciElJ:l'S order authorizing the medication ,for 

the patient. Further, Respondent failed to chart the aclmi1?istration of the Dilau~iid on the patient's 

//1 
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MAR and care reo6rd, document the wastage oftbe Dilaudid in the PYXIS, aJld otherwise 

account for the disposition of the Dilaudid 4 mg. 

---Pati"ent-P---- ._--\-._-­

gg. On February 13, 2009, at 0820 hours, Respondent removed Dilaudid 4 mg from the 

PYXIS for the patient when, in fact, there was 110 physician's order authorizing the medication for 

the patient. Further, Respondent failed to chart the administration of the Dilalldid on the patient's 

MAR and care record, document the wastage of the Dilaildid in the PYXIS, and otherwise 

aocount for the disposition ofthe Dilaudid 4 mg. 

hh. On February 13, 2009, at 1203 hours, Respondent r~moved pilaudid 4 mg from the 

PYXIS for tl)e patient when,. in fact, there was:no physioian's order authorizing the medication for 

the patient. Further, Respondent failed to chart the administration of the Dilaudid on the patient's 

MAR and care reoord, docum.ent" the wastage of the Dilaudid in the ·PYXIS, and otherwise 

account for the dispositiqn·ofthe Dilaudid 4 mg. 

ii.. .On February 16,2009, at 0805 hours, Respondent removed Dilaudid ,4 mg from the 
. . 

PYXIS for tlle'patient when, in fact, there was·no physician's order authorizing the rhedication for 

the patient. :Further, Respondent failed to chart the administration of the Dilaudid on tl1e patient's 

MAR and care record, document the wastage'of the. Dilaudid in the PYXIS, and oilierw1se 

account for the disposition of the Dilaudid 4 mg: 

Patient Q 
. . . 

jj. On February 13,.2009, at 1435 hours, Respondent removed Dilaudi~ 4 mg from the 

PYXlS for tl1e patient when, in fact;tllere was no physician's order 8,uthorizing the medication for 

the patient. Further, Respondent failed to chalt the adn~inistration of th~ Dil.audid on the patient's 

MAR alld care record, document the wastage of the Dilaudid in th~ PYXIS, and otherwise 

account for the disposition of the Dilaudid 4111g. 

kk. On February 13, 2009, at·1629 hours, Respo~lderitremoved Dil~udid 4 mg from the 

PYXIS for the patient when, in fact, there was no physician's order authorizing the medication for 

the patient. Fll!ther, Respondent failed to chart tp.e administration of tlle Dilaudid on the patient's 

/II 

11 
Accusation 



_ _ _ _ _ 

"-'--'-_.'T'"'-'-~"'''''-_.'_.''-_._--

...........- - ---- - .- - - .. - - - - " -"-I
 

2 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

I 

J
, 

......... 

I 
IMAR and care reoord, document the wastage of the Dilaudid in the PYXIS, and otherwise 

.'! 
account for the disposition of tIle Dilaudid 4 mg. I 

I 

·--P·.R:kY-ER---·----------.---.-~: 

.. WHEREFORE, Complainant requests that a hearing be held on the matters herein alleged; 

and that followiilg the hearing, the Board of Registered Nursing issue a deoisiOli:. . 
1. Revoking ol·suspending Registered Nurse License Nl~ber 720612, issued to 

Stephen Thomas-Kent Chick; 

2. Ordering Stephen Thomas-Kent Chick to pay the Board of Registered Nursing the 

reasonable costs of the investigation and enforcement of this. case, pursuant to:Business and. 

Professions Code section 125.3;' 

3. Taking such other and further action as deemed necessary and proper. 

DAl'ED: 

SA2011102077 
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